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Abstract

In this short note, we will give a new combinatorial proof of Ginibre’s inequality for XY models.
Our proof is based on multigraph representations introduced by van Engelenburg-Lis (2023) and a new
bijection, which can be viewed as a combinatorial interpretation of Ginibre’s square trick.

1 Introduction

For a finite graph A = (V, E) and coupling constants J = (J;y) : E — (0,00), we consider the following
Hamiltonian of the XY model: for o = (0,)zev € (S1)Y,

H(o):=— Z JayOo -0y = — Z %( 2Oy + 000y) = — Z %Ur&yv

zy€eE zyeE ZyEeE

where S! = {z € C : |z| = 1}) and E denotes the set of oriented edges of A. The corresponding Gibbs
measure is defined by

1
duga(o) = e 1) do
ZyA
where do = [],c do, is the uniform probability measure on (S1)V. The normalizing constant Z;, :=
J (S1)V e~ H(@) do is called the partition function of the model, and by definition J,A 1s a probability measure

on (S1)V. We will use a usual convention to denote the expectation with respect to pja by (-)sa.

The XY models on Z? are known to exhibit very exotic phase transitions. This was originally proved by
Frohlich-Spencer [12]. Recently, van Engelenburg-Lis [9] and Aizenman-Harel-Peled-Schapiro [1] gave new
proofs for this result using the relation between XY models and height models. See [14, 13, 16, 17] for more
recent related works.

In order to state the result of this article, we introduce several notation. For any function ¢ : V — Z,

we will write
o = H ofe.
zeV
Furthermore, for o = (0,),0’ = (c) € (S1)V we define 8 = (0,),cv,0 = (0.,).cv as elements of [0, 27)"
satisfying

. / +n/
oy = e gl =,
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We then write

0= b, ©-0:=> @0,

zeV zeV

We finally state the claim we will show in this article.

Theorem 1 ([15]). For o, :V — Z with ) .\, 0o = Y ey %o = 0, it holds that

(@) ga + (097 ) a2 2(0%) sa(0?) -
Since o? + c7% = 2cos(p - 0), this is equivalent to

(cos(p - @) cos(¢) - 8)) 1. = (cos( - 0)) 1, (c0s(¢) - )) 1,

The result is not new. It is nothing but the celebrated Ginibre’s inequality shown in [15]. The aim of
this article is to give a new combinatorial proof of Theorem 1, which is based on multigraph representations
introduced in [8]. The novelty of this work is a new bijection that will play an important role in our proof.
This bijection can be interpreted as an expression of a hidden combinatorial structure of the famous Ginibre’s
trick [15] from which Theorem 1 was originally derived. It seems to the author an interesting problem to
investigate the possibility of applying our combinatorial idea to obtain correlation inequalities of XY models
other than Ginibre’s inequality.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we will briefly review random current and multigraph
representations for the XY model. In Section 3, we will introduce a new bijection and prove Theorem 1.
Finally in Section 4, we will explain how the bijection introduced in Section 3 is related to Ginibre’s trick.
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2 Graphical representations and Ginibre’s inequality

2.1 Random current representations

In this article, a Z>g-valued function n defined on the set of oriented edges E will be called a current. For
each current n, we define its amplitude |n| : E — Z>( by

|y = 0 + 0.
y Y Y

We define the source function On of n, which is a Z-valued function on V', by

on, = Z (ngy —ng).

yeViy~x

These functions naturally arise in the study of XY models. To see this, we will compute the partition
function Z; 5 of an XY model with coupling constants (.J,,) defined on a domain A. Let do = [] doy,
be the uniform probability measure on [0,27)" and define the weight w;(n) of a current n by

zeV

EZA
wy(n) := H @



Then,

A straightforward generalization yields the following well-known equality, which gives random current rep-
resentations of correlation functions. It is well-known that analogous representations for Ising models are
very powerful tools to study critical phenomena [2, 7, 3, 6, 5, 10, 11, 4].

Proposition 2.1. For any function ¢ : V — Z we have

1
(%) gn = Zon Z wy(n) = a Z wy(n).

" On=—¢p on=¢

The second equality follows from the fact that wy is invariant with respect to the map ng — Ny .

2.2 Multigraph representations and Ginibre’s inequality

In this subsection, we will relate a random current representation that appeared in Proposition 2.1 to a
counting of directed multigraphs involving two colors, say, red and blue. This idea was used in [8, 9], where
the authors analyzed the two dimensional XY model. We then reformulate Ginibre’s inequality using this
multigraph representation.

Let ¢,9 : V +— Z. By Proposition 2.1, we have

ZiA0%) o = D wy(n)w;(m)
m=0

11 Nay! . (2.1)

ng'n-mgs !m !
wyer Dy My My My

S Y | (%
()~
N:E—Zso On=¢ ry€E Nay!

Om=0
In+m|=N

In the same way, we get
ZIA 0 ale)oa =Y wy(n)w,(m)

On=¢p
om=1



(5
S Sl | =
N:E—Z>o On=¢ rycel Y

om=1v)
In+m|=N

Let us consider a combinatorial interpretation of

N,,!
y (2.3)

N 'ng mgg lmyg !

ryel

To begin with, we define Gy to be an unoriented multigraph which, for each zy € E, has N, distinguishable
edges connecting x and y. We then interpret (2.3) as the number of ways to paint edges of Gy in red and
blue and give them orientations in such a way that:

e for each zy € E there are |n|,, (resp. |m|;,) red (resp. blue) edges.

e For each zy € E, among |n|,, red edges connecting = and y, there are n,; edges oriented from z to y,
and n,; edges oriented from y to x. The same property holds for blue edges when we replace n with
m.

In what follows, for vertices x,y € Gn we write ry (resp. bg) for the number of red (resp. blue) edges in
Gn (with colors and orientation) which are oriented from = to y. Then the following equalities follow from
the above observations and (2.1), (2.2).

()"
2
Zg,A<U¢>J,A = Z H TN -#{0r = »,0b =0, |[r+b| = N},
N:E—Zso |zycE Ty

and

()]

2
ZIA 0Pl n = Y II | #{or=p,0b=4, [r+b|=N}. (2.4)

N,,!
N:E—Zso |zy€E ry

For brevity of notation we will write {9r = ¢, db = ¢}n for {Or = ¢,0b = ¢, |r+b| = N}, and in the next
section we will adopt the same rule for sets of oriented multigraphs involving only one color.
Thus, Theorem 1 will follow from

#{0r = p+1,0b=0}N > 2#{0r = p,0b = Y}In (2.5)
for any N : B — Z>(, where ¢,1 : V — Z are functions with mean zero and ¢ # 0. In Section 3, we will
prove (2.5).

3 Combinatorial proof of Ginibre’s inequality
We will prove (2.5) by applying a certain bijection to
#{0r = p+1,0b =0} and #{0r = p,0b = ¢Y}N.

The bijection we will introduce in this section is inspired by the famous trick used in [15], from which
Ginibre’s inequality was derived. In Section 4, we will expand on this matter by showing computations that
underlie combinatorial arguments we will present here.



3.1 Proof of (2.5)

For any f,g:V — Z, we will construct a bijection

F:{or=f0b=gln—>{0r=f+g}nx{0b=—-f+gIn. (3.1)

Once we have this bijection, it immediately follows that

#{or=f,0b=gn=#{0r = f +g}n-#{0b=—f +g}n.
We then obtain
#{0r = o+, 0b = O}n — 24{0r = ,0b = Y}n
=#{0r=p+¢In-#{b=—p—¢YIn+#{0r =9 —YIn-#{Ob=—p+ ¢}~
—2#{0r = o+ Y}n - #{0b = —p+ V}n
= (#{0r = o+ UIn)> + (F#{0r = ¢ —YIn)’ — 2#{0r = p + YN - #{Or = ¢ — )N
= (#{0r = o+ ¥In — #{0r = 0 — ¥}In)’ > 0,

which proves (2.5).

3.2 Construction of a bijection (3.1)

Suppose that we have an element w € {Or = f,0b = g}n. We define an element

(wr,ws) €{0r = f+gin x {0b=—f+g}n

that corresponds to w in the following way: we define wg € {0r = f+ g} simply by painting all the edges in
w in red. We then define wg € {0b = —f 4+ g} N as follows: we retain blue edges in w and reverse orientations
of red edges and paint all of them in blue. See Figure 1. It is straightforward to see that this defines a
well-defined map

F:{or=f0b=gln—{0r=f+glnx{0b=—-f+g}N
w > (W, wp).

(a) w e {0r = b = O} (b) wp € {dr = O}n () ws € {Ob = 0}n

Figure 1: A bijection between {0r = b = 0}~ and {0r = O} X {0b = 0}n

We next describe the map in the opposite direction. Suppose that we have an element (wg,ws) € {0r =
f+gin x{0b=—f+g}n. We then define a new configuration @ in the following way: we first obtain
an oriented colorless configuration ¢ on Gy simply by forgetting the color of wy. The orientation of @ is
defined by £. We then paint edges in £ according to the following rule: for each oriented edge € in &, let e be



the corresponding unoriented edge in Gn. We then look at two oriented edges in wy and wp each of which
corresponds to e. We paint € in blue if they have the same direction, and paint € in red otherwise.

That this operation defines a well-defined map from {0r = f + g}n x {O0b = —f + g}n to {Or = f,0b =
g}~ is verified by the following easy observation: let r(@) (resp. b(®)) be the red (resp. blue) configuration
in @. Then by definition, we have

I(r(@)) +0(b(@)) = f +g,
—0(r(@)) +9(b(w)) = —f +9,
which implies that @ is in {0r = f,0b = g}n. Now it is straightforward to verify F(&) = (ws,ws), which

implies that
F:{or=f0b=gln—>{0r=f+g}Inx{0b=—-f+g}N

is indeed a bijection.

4 Relation to Ginibre’s trick

In this section, we explain computations underlying what we discussed in Section 3. We begin with proving
the following lemma, which will be used in subsequent computations.

Definition 4.1. o We introduce a subset E of the collection of all oriented edges E in A, which is defined
as follows: we choose a strict total order on V in an arbitrary way and fix it. For each pq € E, we set
pg=@Aa)pVa).

By definition, we have pg = qp. We define E .= {pq € E:pge E}. Then it holds that H#E = 2#F =
2#E. In what follows, we may identify functions on E and those on E.

o For @=p4 € E, define rev(e) := ab-
Lemma 4.2. Let z,y,z,w € V and N : E — Z>o. Then there is a bijection between the following two sets.

1. The set of functions k : E — Z>o satisfying 0 <k <N and

(O =0y + (6 = 6w)+ D> (Zkyg—Nyg)+ Y. (Nyg—2kg) =0 foranypeV. (4.1)
qEV:p?;EE qEV:qf)EE
2. The set of functions r : E — Z>¢ satisfying |r| = N and Or = —(0; — 0y) — (92 — 6u).

Proof. Assume that we have a function k : E — Zxq satisfying 0 < k < N and (4.1). We define r = (rz) :
E — N by

kz if €€ E,
rg = L =
‘ Nrev(é‘) - krev(c?) if € ¢ E,

Then it is obvious that |r| = N. Moreover, the condition (4.1) reads

(0z — 6y) + (02 — 0w) + Z (rpg — rgp) + Z (rpg —rg) =0 forany pe V.

qeV:p<q qeV:ip>q

which is exactly the condition Or = —(d; — dy) — (3, — du)-

Suppose that we are given a function r : E — Z>o with |[r| = N and d0r = —(§; — d,) — (0. — du).
Define k : E — Z>( just by restriction. We can show by a similar argument that k satisfies 0 <k <IN and
(4.1). O



We finally discuss computations that inspired combinatorial arguments in Section 3. For simplicity, we
set p = 6, — 0,1 = 0, — 64 for a,b,c,d € V. Recall that @ = (6,)sev, 0" = (0.)scv € [0,2m)V are defined by

. / -0/
oy = €% ol = etfs,

We begin with a review of the original proof of Ginibre’s inequality given in [15]. We have
Z?,A(<0¢+¢>J,A +(0¥7Y) sn)
= 2/ cos(0, — Op) cos(f. — 04) exp Z Joy (cos(0, — 0,) + cos(0), — 0,)) | dOdP’,
([0,27) x[0,2m))V zyeE

and

AN CAIN N CAD NN

zyelE

= / cos(f, — Oy) cos(0., — 0)) exp Z Joy (cos(0, — 0,) + cos(0), — 0,)) | d6dO’,  (4.2)
([0,27) x[0,27))V

where d@,df" are uniform probability measures on [0,27)". Since

exp [ Z Jay (cos(0, — 0,) + cos(6), — 9;))]

zyeE

Ny
= X IR ot eoste )™

N:E—Z>o zyeE
by comparing the coefficients of Hw(me)Nl'y in (2.4) and (4.2) we obtain
#{0r = £(6q — ) £ (0c — 64),0b = 0}N

— 92+ Ny / cos(0,, — 0p) cos(0. — 04) H [cos(b, — 0y) + cos(8], — Q’y)]N“‘ dfde’, and
([0,27) x[0,27))V zyEE

#{0r = £(6q — 0p),0b = £(d. — da) I~

— 9243 Ny, / cos(0, — 0y) cos(0.. — 67) H [cos(0, — ) + cos(0), — 9;)]ny dede’. (4.3)
([0,2m) x[0,2m)) wyeR ‘

In the rest of this section, we will compute

/ (cos(f, — Oy) — cos(8, — 6;)) (cos(B. — 0..) — cos(6, — 6))
((0,27] x[0,27))V

T Teos(@s — 6,) + cos(8, —6,)]" " dode’,  (4.4)
zyeE
which, by (4.3), is equal to
2. 272X New (Lf9r = £(8, — ) £ (8. — 0q), b = 0} — #{0r = (6, — 0), b = (5, — 64)}~)
= 42722 New (fOr = §, — 6 + (6 — 64),0b = 0} — #{Or = 04 — 8, 0b = £(6. — d4)In) . (4.5)



’ ’
, cosn —cosn = —QSln% sin 151, we have

; I _ n+n’ n=n'
Since cosn + cosn’ = 2 cos 15 cos 15

Oap + 0 Oap — 0, . O +0., . Oa—0
(4.4) = 22+ Nay / <sin b+ 0 gin Jab ab> . <sm d+ 0.4 ) cd>
(m])V 2 2 2 2

Oy + 0.,  Opy— 0, 1N
H |:COS y2 Y cos y2 y] dode’,

zyeE

where 0., :=0, — 0, 0., :=0,—0., for z,we V.

Define
F( .o MNab . Ted Nay Noy 4
n) :=sin 5 sin 5 H cos 5 , (4.6)
Tyer
then we have p p
4.4) = 22+2Nmy/ Ja Flu—v) % v
( ) ((=m,m]2)V (u + ’U) (U U) (27r)#V (27‘(‘)#\/ ’

where du, dv are Lebesgue measures on RY. Let o := u + v, 3 := u — v, then we have

. 1\ #Y do d
() =2 (5) [ P @ )

where D C R? is the square {(27,0), (0,27), (—27,0), (0, —27)}. Taking account of the parity of sines and
cosines, it is straightforward to check that the integrand F(u+v)F (u —v) is a periodic function with period
27 in each coordinate of u,v though each of F(u + v) and F(u — v) is merely periodic with period 4.
Therefore, we get

#V o
(4.4) = 224X Nay | (;) /Dv F(a)F(ﬁ)(Z;ri)#W(%Crl)ﬁ;’
#V 2
_ 924N, (1 _dn
? (3) </<] e <2w>#V>

2
dn
B 22+ZNW . / F M) — 2 07
( (—2m,2m])V ( )(471-)#\/

where dn is a Lebesgue measure on (—27,27]", which means that M:% is a uniform probability measure

on the same space. This is a famous trick introduced in [15] which yields Ginibre’s inequality. See [15, page
316-317] for more detailed discussions.
Therefore, in order to compute (4.4) it suffices to compute

/ . Mab . Ned [ nxy] Ney —dn
sin — sin — | I cos — . (4.7
#V
((=2m,27])V 2 2 -~ 2 (47’(’)

Letting ¢ = 21, we get

(4.7 :/ Sin @ap Sin Geq H [cos ¢$y]N” de,
((=m,mV

zyeE



where d¢ is a uniform probability measure (not a Lebesgue measure) on ((—m,7])V. Thus

_ / (ei(¢a_¢b) — e_i(¢a_¢b)> (ei(¢c_¢d) — e_i(¢c_¢d)>
(=¥ 2 2

el(¢¢7¢y) + eii(‘lﬁw*(ﬁy) Nmy
L

zyel

_ _9-2-% Nmy/ (ei(a&a—m} _ e—i(asa—m)) (ei(m—m) _ e—i(m—m))
(~mm)V

. H |:e7:(¢m_¢y) + e_i(¢1_¢y)i|Nzy d¢
zyelE

Let us compute

/ (g(%wb) _ efz‘(mfm)) (ei(mﬂbd) _ (;i(qusd)) I [ei(%wy) i e,i(%,%)}my dep. (4.8)
(=m )V

pgEE

We first compute the integrand of (4.8).

(eiwa—m) _ e—i(asa—asb)) (eiwc—m) _ e—iwc—aﬁd)) 11 [eum—%) +e—i<¢w—¢y>]N”
zyeE

- (1:) (K00 — emitoumen)) (H0emb0) _ omit0cmt0))

0<k<N
K. . Nay—Ka,
11 (eiwz—%)) (e—z(m—qsy)) v

ryck
= > Cj) (eimwb) _ 6*1'(%7%)) (ez‘(mfasd) _ efz‘w»ﬁasd))
0<k<N

. H ((eitpp)quv;p‘qeé(2kp"q*Np"q)+zqev:q‘peé(Np"qukp"q)>

peEV
-y (1:) (cibemturzito—so) _ hiton-tn7itoo00))
0<k<N
T (690 Seevmes e+ Eaevmes (M=)
peV
S (N) 11 ((ei%)i(éafsb)iwc—MHZQEV:E@<2kp~q—Np~q>+zqev:q~pe@<Np~r2kp-q>)
0<k<N peV
S (1:) I ((ei%)i(aa—&)1(60—ad>+zqev:p~qeg<2kp~q—Np~q>+2,,ev;q~peg(Nm—zkm)) (4.9)
0<k<N peV

Recall that for any m = (m,,) € Z" we have

; . 1 ifm=0
zmpqﬁpd _ / 'meqﬁpd — )
/(—mr]v 1;[ ‘ ¢ 1;[ ( (=77 ‘ (bp) {O otherwise.



Therefore, by (4.9) and Lemma 4.2 we have

(48) = #{8[‘ = :t((;a - (51,) + ((SC - 6d)}N - #{8r = :t((5a - §b) F (50 - 5d)}N
= 2#{81‘ =0y — O0p + 0. — 6d}N — 2#{61‘ =04 — 0p — (50 — 5d)}N7

which implies that

(4.4) =4-272ENev . ({fr = 6, — 6 + 6, — Ogtw — {Or = 84 — 0y — (6 — 62)IN)° . (4.10)

By (4.5) and (4.10), we get

#{0r = 6, — 0y £ (6, — 64),0b = 0} — #{Or = 04 — 0, Ib = £(6, — 64)In
= (#{0r =04 — 0y + 60 — da}n — #{0r = 00 — & — (0 — 64)IN)° .

Furthermore, by computing

/ exp Z Jay (cos(0, — 0,) + cos(6), — 0,)) | dOd6’
([0,27) x[0,27))V

zyel

in the same way, we can obtain

#{0r = 0b = 0} = (#{0r = 0}n)>.

These equalities are exactly same as what we obtained by a bijective argument in Section 3.
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